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For, firstly they seem to contradict themselves; at least those
;do \yho admit that all sense-perception is effected by contact, when
they suppose that in objects something other than the various
disposition of their superficies is required for the purpose of stimu-
lating the senses ; for it is self-evident that in order to effect
contact surface alone is necessary. Those, on the other hand, who
do not make the above admission are unable to describe what
happens with any appearance of verisimilitude.

Further, the human mind is unable to think that the accidents
.,of bread are realities and yet exist apart from the substance of the
bread, without thinking of them after the fashion of a substance.
Hence there seems to be a contradiction in believing with the
Church that the whole substance of the bread is changed, and
meanwhile thinking that something real remains, which previously
was in the bread, for nothing real can be conceived to remain,
, except what subsists, and though it is called an accident, we never-
theless conceive it as a substance. Hence, in reality, it is the same
as to say that while indeed the whole of the substance of the bread
is changed, there yet remains that part of its substance that is
called a real accident, and this, if not verbally, is at any rate in
thought a contradiction.

; And this seems to be the chief reason why certain people have
at this point disagreed with the Roman Church. Does anyone not
believe that when we are free to choose, and there is no reason,
either theological or indeed philosophical, compelling us to embrace
; certain particular opinions, we should most readily select those
beliefs that can give others no opportunity or pretext for turning
aside from the truth of the faith ? But I think I have here shown
with sufficient clearness that the doctrine that assumes the existence
of real accidents does not harmonize with theological reasoning;
that it is wholly in conflict with philosophical thought I hope
.clearly to demonstrate in a treatise on the principles1 of philosophy
on which I am now engaged. Then I shall show how colour, savour,
.weight and whatever else stimulates the sense, depend wholly upon
the exterior surface of bodies.

Finally, if we assume the existence of real accidents, it follows
that by the. miracle of transubstantiation, which alone can be
inferred from the words of consecration, something new and indeed
incomprehensible is gratuitously added, something that permits

1 in summa philosophiae.